Nadia Kanhai
1110 Lebanon Street , Aurora, IL 60505-553F RECENED & - ~ T {ED

November 1, 2005 5:07 PM
DEC - b 2005
Senator Dick Durbin

U.S. Senate

332 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

FCC - MAILROOM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Durbin:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress’s (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthty flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bitls. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesscs all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up-to-date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat

fee system soon and without legislation.

T'will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Nadia Kanhai

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress



David St Maurice

November 1, 2005 5:14 PM

Senator Charles Schumer DEC - 5 2005
LS. Senate
313 Hart Senate Office Building FCC - MAILROOM

Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Schumer:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress’s (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer | would like to ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will
cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a
flat fee system soon and without legislation.

To make my point directly- NO FLAT FEE SERVICE FUND REGULATIONS.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

David St Maurice

ce: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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November 7, 2005 12:42 AM

Senator Wayne Allard FCC - MA‘ LR(‘P n.l
———-'—'__—__———-—

1JS. Senate
521 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Allard:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted

by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

The amount of fees collected on communications equipment. is already a burden an a great many individuals. Tt is reaching the point where those
who need the services most are least able to afford & higher monthly bill.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. 1fthe FCC changes that systemto
a flat fee, that means that someone whe uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on smzll businesses all across America,

The Keep USF Fair Cozlition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While 1 amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
"pass along® these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer [ would like ensure [am charged fairly. 1f the FCC goes toa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change

to a flat fee system soon and withour legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward te hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
frances mathews

ce:
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November 1, 2005 5:03 PM

Representative Tim Holden

U.S. House of Representatives

2417 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

| FCC - MAILROOM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Holden:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress’s (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month,
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
{ederal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. Irequest you

pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely, |

Douglas Blauch e L

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress <~ - L
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Gene Forcucci

3242 San Brunc Avenue , 5

Fancisco, CA 94134-2001

November 7, 2005 420 AM

Representative Nancy Pelosi

11.5. House of Representatives

2371 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Univetsal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Pelosi:

Iam incensed regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection
method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the
unfair change proposed by the FCC.

This will increase my cost of phone service despite my lack of use. THAT's robhery. [ QUIT using Long Distance beciuse I couldn't afford it.
Now Martin {the new commissioner) wants to take money for something I don't use. You KNOW that's not proper and will financially hurt
me. 1am on Social Security, which is a limited income whose increases depend on your largesse, and at 78 I cannot get a job to cover the cost he
wishes to add to my phone service.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis, People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses ene thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance 2 month, Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax will cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
consumets, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high
volurne to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which Tama member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While 1 am aware that federal law does not require comipanies to recover, or
"pass along’ these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer 1 would like to ensure [ am charged fairly. 1f the FCC goes to
a monthly flat fee, my service will cost mare. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change toa flat fee system soon - without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproporticnately atfect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
(ene Forcucei

cc




loretta carter
23185 trumbo rd , san antonio, TX 7826_4

November 1, 2005 11:03 AM

Senator Kay Hutchison

U.S. Senate

284 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Hutchison:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's {FCC) position to change the Universal Service
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. Ifthe
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. Irequest you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
loretta carter

cc:
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Cong_réss | '
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Rachel Warren W

59 Tomahawk Trail , Henrietta, NY 14467-9544

November 6, 2005 2:33 PM

Senator Hillary Clinton

U.S. Senate

476 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Clinton:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commisstons’ (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. [f the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as sameane
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized [or doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shilting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to Jow-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their wehsite, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
"pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. Ifthe FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
tea flat fee system soen and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request you pass along my concens
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Why do you all insist on taxing those who can least afford to pay taxes in addition to Federal and State taxes. You want to raise money. Do it
honestly Remove the tax cuts for the wealthy individuals and corporations. They already make money off those less fortunate through the sale
of goods and services. Retain the estate tax. Get the out of govenment. Get us out of the hopeless war in Iraq. Until the tribes make peace, there
can be no democracy. With the remediation decisions, we can seriously reduce the national debt.

Thank you for your centinued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter of the Unjversal tax.

Sincerely,

Rachel Warren

oC




Ben Gmurczyk L
904 Crest Park Drive , Silver Spring, M) 20903-1307

TRECEVEL <. 1iSPECTED November 1,2005 11:05 AM

Representative Albert Wynn DEC - 5 2005
U.S. House of Representatives

434 Cannon House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515-0001 LF_G_Q;MA‘LRO OM

Subject: Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Wynn:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's position to change the Universal Service Fund
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors,
will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

Iam 12 and I am worried about this. I know I am more intelligent than others, but this is seriously an important issue.
There are many poor people without telephone service now, limiting their ability for communication to mail, which
takes at least one week, first class, to arrive. What if theres an emergency? a fire? a robbery? How will they notify the
fire department in time or police department? You are creating a serious safety issue, which is unacceptable. Basicly
what you are doing is implementing a radical and unnecessary system. Many people such as prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens, and rural areas do not call long distance.

While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers,
the reality is that they do. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans
to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. Please take this
and all messages on this topic into serious thought.

Sincerely,
Ben Gmurczyk

ce:
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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liz cole W - -.TED

5004 3rd. st. west, lehigh acres, FL 33971

DEC - b 2005 November 6, 2005 12:58 PM

Senator Bill Nelson
115, Senate
716 Hart Senate Office Building FCC - MA“—ROOM

Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-453

Dear Senator Nelson:
Mr. Kevin Martin,

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund {USE)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system ro
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes 2 month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.
Sincerely, liz cole A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their
bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimenta] effect on small businesses all across America.
The Keep USF Fair Cozlition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newstetters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I amaware that federa] law does not require companies to recover, or
‘pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. 1fthe FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments en the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect these in your constituency,

Thank you for your continued work and 1look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
liz cole

cCl
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Esther Knaupp e
1232 Lori Ln E , Monmouth, OR 97361-12

DEC - b 2005

Senator Gordon Smith FCC - MA\LROOM
.S, Senate e

404 Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, DC 20510-0001

November 1, 2005 11:10 AM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Smith:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. I, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC,

People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, someone who uses
thousands of minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount as someone who uses zero minutes of long
distance a month. This is not right.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information, If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will
cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a
flat fee system soon and without legislation.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Esther Knaupp

ce:
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Leo LoMaglio
903 N Willow Ct. , Oak Grove, MO 640735 ﬁEEENED &IN. CCTEF

DEC - b 2005

November 1, 2005 3:26 PM

Senator Jim Talent

L Senate e FCC - MAILROOM
493 Russell Senate Office Building ,
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Decar Senator Talent:

1 have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress’s (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Leo LoMaglio

ce: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Co.ngrefslsl '



RECEIVED & INSPESTED |

DEC - 5 2005

Janet Rash FCC - MA!LROOM
; -

6135 Sharon Rd , Salisbury, NC 28147-7339

November 7, 2005 9:33 AM

Senator Elizabeth Dole

11.5. Senate

555 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Dole:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As youknow, USE is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A Nat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, te give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden af the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. [n addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I ama member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their websirte, including links to FCC information. While T am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
*pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would Iike ensure Tam charged fairly. 1fthe FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
toa flat fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. | request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting themn know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Janet Rash

cCl



Lorhn Gorby :
[805 Center Street , Moundsville, WV 26041 i

November 10,2005 330 PM

DEC -5 2005

Senator John Rockefeller
U.5. Senate

531 Hart Senate Office Building -
Washington, DC 20510-0001 FCC MA“"ROOM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Rockefeller:

I 'have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a menthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes 2 month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as semeone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized [or doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income resiclential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF [rom
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have 2 highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information, While 1 amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
“pass along' these fees to their customets, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fuirly. 1fthe FCCgoestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

Twill continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a [lat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you [or your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Lorkn Gorby

cCl



Dennis Dengel
17 Peckham Road , Poughkepsie, NY 12603

FRECEVED& .. -CTED

DEC - 5 2005
Senator Charles Schumer '

U.S. Senate . i ROOM
313 Hart Senate Office Building FCC-MA

Washington, DC 20510-0001

November 1, 2005 11:16 AM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Schumer:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. That's just unfair.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.

Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. The fee should be based on
usage.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation. .

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Dennis Dengel

ce:
FCC Chair Kevin- Martm, Congrgss
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Carole A. Greer

47 Piers Dr Apt 202 , Westmont, 1L 60559fﬁ3:;
- {RECEVED &i.- .CTED
November 1, 2005 10:42 AM
- 5 200
Senator Dick Durbin DEC =5 )
U.S. Senate
332 Dirksen Senate Office Building FCC - MAILROOM

Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Durbin:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I 2am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers tax, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

i will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Carole A Greer

ce:
FCC Chair Kevm Marhn Congress .
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Pam Hart n
2700 College Rd A Courleil Bluffs, IA 51502
DEC - § 2005 November 1, 2005 2:57 PM
Senator Tom Harkin FCC- MAILROOM
U.S. Senate

731 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Harkin:
What I want to say is: Are you people out of your flipping minds? In lieu of that, however, I offer the following.

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress’s (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you

pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Pam Hart

Pl

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Ronald Rivard
198 Hooper Rd , Shapleigh, ME 04076

R S —
RECEIVED &N ECTED

November 1, 2005 11:4

PEC - b 2005 AN
Senator Olympia Snowe
U.S. Senate FCC - MAILROOM
154 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Snowe:

I have serious concerns regarding The Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to chang e the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to 2 monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ronald Rivard

cc: :
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Richard Mohler
604 Sylvan lane , Midland, M] 4864,

RECENVED & INSPEGTE,

DEC - 5 2005
Senator DNebbie Stabenow FCC - MA”_ROOM

U.5. Senate
133 Hart Senate Office Building
‘Washington, DC 20510-0001

November 8, 2005 6:43 AM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Stabenow:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universa! Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on 2 revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means thit someone who uses one thousand minutes 2 month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing sc.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volune to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While T am aware that federal law does not require companies {0 recover, or
"pass along’ these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do, As a consumer I would like ensure [am charged fairly. Ifthe FCCgoestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC olficials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation,

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. Trequest you pass along my cencerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproporticonately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Richard Mohler
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edmond sgguin

648 orange tree drive , orange ciiyﬂm&& INSPECTED :

|

DEt - 5 2005 | November 1, 2005 11:45 AM

Senator Bill Nelson ,
U.S. Senate FCC - MAILROOM
716 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Neison:

I have serious concerns regarding The Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to chang e the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
edmond seguin

ce: .
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress v NI
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Gennaro GarEano

23 Dewey Avenue , Mechanicville, NY 12118 RECEIVED . ﬁ LPECTED

November 1, 2005 4:34 PM
DEC - 5 2005
Senator Hillary Clinton
U.S. Senate . FCC - MAILROOM
476 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Clinton:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress’s (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. Ifthe
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers,
the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed,
my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans
to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gennaro Gargano

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress




"RECEIVED & INSPECTEL

DEC - 5 2005

Don Benjamin

151 Downs RD , Monticello, NY 1270 roCT gy lee“

November 9, 2003

Senator Hillary Clinton

U5 Senate

476 Russell Senate Office Building
Washingten, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Clinton:

L have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to 2 monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As vou know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to
a [lat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the tund as somecne
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A lar fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills, Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am 4 member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require compantes to recover, or
"pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure [am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to 2
nurnbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

j will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 lock forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,
Don Benjamin
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Robert Sickles

2587 Co. Rd. #39 , Bloomfield, NY 14463 REC ENED SIS, -CTEe

DEC - & 2005 November 1, 2005 5:15 PM

Representative John Kuhl

U.S. House of Representatives

1505 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

FCC - MAILROOM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Kuhl:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress’s (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of wiich I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legisiation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue 1o spread the word to my community. Irequest you

pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Robert Sickies

c¢: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress :
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Gimone Hall

55 Brennan Rd. , Otisville, PA 18942~ .
= | RECEVED & INZ ECTED
November 1, 2005 11:40 AM
DEC -
Senator Arlen Specter 5 2005
U.S. Senate
711 Hart Senate Office Building FCC - MAILROOM

Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Specter:

I have serious concerns regarding The Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to chang e the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not
require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. Asa
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more.
And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee
system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns t0 the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gimone Hall

cC:

FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Mike Stoker

1844 LAIRD AVENUE , SALT LAKE (JTY, [ T84 108 8G5m——
RECEIVED & ..iSPECTED

November 15, 2005
DEC - 5 2005

Representative Jim Matheson

U.S. House of Representatives
1222 Longworth House Office Building FCC - MA“.ROOM
Washingron, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representarive Matheson:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' {FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacred by the unfair change proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one chousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month,
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A fla fee tax could cause many fow-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and
unnecessary. In addiion, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USFE Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me mformed abouc the USF issue with monthly
newsleteers and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC informadon. While ] am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is
that they do. As a consumer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC bas plans to

change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request
you pass along my concemns to the FCC on my behalf, lerting chem know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank yoﬁ for your continued work and I look forward to 'héaring about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mike Stoker
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Arthur W Walker
2373 Silver Creek Circle , Antioch, CA 94509

RECEVE™ ... “CTED November 1, 2005 3:02 PM
Representative Ellen Tauscher 3 -
U.S. House of Representatives R DEC - § 2005
1034 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001 FCC - MAILROOM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Tauscher:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress’s (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. Ifthe
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month,
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them kitow how a fiat fee vax coutd’ disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

---------

federal government agency.
Sincerely,
Arthur W Walker

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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